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interview Summary 

KimT. Huynh 2189 
All participants (applicant, applicant's representative, PTO personnel): 

(1) Kim T. Huvnh mn 

(3) Rupal Dharia 

( 2 ) Richard Gam ache. Rag Nn w iQft 

Date of Interview: 5/t/ t*> 

Type: a)g Telephonic b)D Video Conference 

c)D Personal [copy given to: 1 )□ applicant 2)D applicant's representative] 

Exhibit shown or demonstration conducted: d)D Yes e)n No 
If Yes, brief description: . )LJ Na 

Claim(s) discussed: 1 

Identification of prior art discussed: Carson . 

Agreement with respect to the claims f)EI was reached. g) D was not reached. h)Q N/A. 

refctTo?a^ 

allowable is available, a summary thereof must be atfached ) amendments that would ™der the claims 

^ER^r^^ ^ °™ C l^ 'ON M UST INCLUDE THE SUBSTANCE OF THE 

GIVEN ONE MONTH FROM THIS [nTERVIEW SaTE *Sf 11 A ^S^S?^^ ^ APPLIC ^T IS 
INTERVIEW. See Summary of Record of inte^™ 



RUPAL DHARJA 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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Examiners signature, if required 



Interview Summary 



Paper No. 8. 



Jmmary of Record of Interview RequiremeU^ 

application whether or no, an agree™, wit!?^ 

Title 37 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) § 1.133 Interviews 

In every instance where reconsideration is requested in view of an interview wrhTn 9 I aph ? b) 

All business with the Patent or Trademark Office should h» i^L^JJ' 2 B .". siness ,0 be transacted in writing. 



lncomp«.^ = be based exclusively on the written record in the Office if that record is itself 

«heex a ^ un(ess 
which bear directly on the question of patentability. respons.bility to see that such a record is made and to correct material inaccuracies 

interview cy^c^^ SSl^ * * SUbSta - ^ «~" *«— during the 

recrements ; for which interview recordation is otherwise prov ded forSc^ Pracediral matters, directed solely to restrict on 

out typography errors or unreadable script in Office actions orlhe like are S22 ill* f^' ° f Patent ^mining Procedure, or pointing 
substance of an interview is completely recorded in an Examiners AmLmlf T ? e lnterv,ew recordation procedures below Where the 

Jhe Interview Summary Form shall be w. Where the 

"Contents" section of the file wrapper. In a persoLllnte^ew TduDNca^ o the ^ ^ P ° rti ° n ° f the file ' and listed °n the 

conclusion of the interview. In the case of a i telephone orvide'o caTr™Jin^ £ 9 ' Ven t0 the applicant < or attorney °r agent) at the 
e,ther with or prior to the next official communicaff ?f addi^ to ! he applicant'scorrespondence address 

circumstances dictate, the Form should be mailed promptly aftefthT^^^^ or if other 

The Form provides for recordation of the following information- 

- Application Number (Series Code and Serial Number) 

- Name of applicant 

- Name of examiner 

- Date of interview 

- Type of interview (telephonic, video-conference, or personal) 

" ^ZSTT* (aPP !' Cant ' att0mey ° r a9ent ' examiner . °fer PTO personnel etc ) 

- Essar^^ 

" a^eSf^ nature of the agreement (may be by 

not restrict further action by the examiner to the contrary 9 a "° Wable) - Note: Agreement as to allowability is tentative and does 

- The signature of the examiner who conducted the interview (if Form is not an attachment to a signed Office action) 

shou,d be'nfl?^ &2S£r »* M ™ ™° ^erview of each case, it 

st^ce^^ 

3) an identification of the specific prior art discussed 

ssr^fe^ 

examiner can be understood in the IZ^^a^^lTTJ^Z f °? e Principal arguments made to »« 

- 

Examiner to Check for Accuracy 

paper recording the substance of the interview along with t^^S^S^^ P ' aC6 the ,nd,cation ' " lnterview Record OK" on the 
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